20000513.ba v02_n891.bam.20000513

>From ???@??? Sat May 13 04:42:46 2000 -0500
Message-Id: <200005130941.e4D9f2n25881@sco.theporch.com>
Date: Sat, 13 May 2000 04:39:30 CDT
From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 2891

			    BOATANCHORS Digest 2891

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) FS SX-117/HT-44, PS, HA-8 & HA-10
	by "BROWN,MIKHAEL (A-PaloAlto,ex1)" <mikhael_brown@agilent.com>
  2) FS 6/2 meter AM/CW Xmtr/VFO
	by "BROWN,MIKHAEL (A-PaloAlto,ex1)" <mikhael_brown@agilent.com>
  3) Hammarlund PRO-310 Receiver
	by "James C. Garland" <4cx250b@miavx1.acs.muohio.edu>
  4) 6M AM depended on RX (long)
	by Michael N HoN Hopkins <mnhopkins@juno.com>
  5) F.S.Wilcox 96D 
	by "Bill Marx" <bmarx@bellsouth.net>
  6) Re: Battery repair
	by "Barry L. Ornitz" <ornitz@tricon.net>
  7) Battery repair-thanks
	by Jack Antonio <dia@dia.reno.nv.us>
  8) (re A. Earhart)  Sad story of confusion
	by "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com>
  9) Gonset, Knight, 6M AM
	by Michael N HoN Hopkins <mnhopkins@juno.com>
 10) Condenser Checker
	by James Hanlon <knjhanlon@uswest.net>
 11) Re: Battery repair
	by Paul Nelson <drhydro@uswest.net>
 12) BC645 & 689
	by "w2tu" <w2tu@email.msn.com>
 13) Re: (re A. Earhart) Sad story of confusion
	by William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
 14) Re: BC645 & 689
	by William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
 15) Re A. Earhart.
	by Andre Guibert <aguibert@sympatico.ca>
 16) Re: Gonset, Knight, 6M AM
	by George J Misic <ke8rn@juno.com>
 17) MRCG pictures posted
	by mblair1@home.net
 18) British A.M. plugs/sockets needed
	by BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com>
 19) Re: MRCG pictures posted
	by "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com>

----------------------------------------------------------------------
Message-ID: <999F6F1E8EB8D311AC190090277A772602844EE1@axcs08.cs.itc.hp.com>
From: "BROWN,MIKHAEL (A-PaloAlto,ex1)" <mikhael_brown@agilent.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: FS SX-117/HT-44, PS, HA-8 & HA-10
Date: Thu, 11 May 2000 09:18:27 -0600
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"

  I have the following complete Hallicrafter station for sale:

	SX-117 Receiver
	HT-44  Transmitter
	HA-8   Splatter Guard Modulation Monitor
	HA-10 Low Frequency Converter.

Cables for transceive operation.

Asking $500 plus shipping for the package, shipped from San Jose, Ca.  Would
prefer pickup if possible.

Mike
N6WIG


--
  Mikhael Brown   <mikhael_brown@agilent.com>
       

------------------------------
Message-ID: <999F6F1E8EB8D311AC190090277A772602844EE4@axcs08.cs.itc.hp.com>
From: "BROWN,MIKHAEL (A-PaloAlto,ex1)" <mikhael_brown@agilent.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: FS 6/2 meter AM/CW Xmtr/VFO
Date: Thu, 11 May 2000 09:30:49 -0600
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"

I have the following 6 meter equipment for sale as a package. 

   Ameco TX-62: 6 and 2 meter CW/AM transmitter.  75 watts 
input on CW,  75 watts peak input on phone (AM).  Tube lineup:  6GK6 
crystal-controlled oscillator and tripler, 6GK6 doubler, 7868 driver,  7984 
final, 12AX7 audio amp, and 6Gk6 modulator.  Very good condition.  Weight 19

1bs.  
     Ameco VFO-621:  VFO designed to be used with Ameco TX62 
transmitter or any other 50, 144, or 220 Mhz transmitter designed to operate

with 8, 12, or 24-55 Mhz crystals.  Solid state/ tube hybrid.  Very good 
condition.  Weight approx. 10 lbs. 

      Have manuals for both units.  $120 for both units + shipping from San
Jose, Ca 

Mike
N6WIG

--
  Mikhael Brown   <mikhael_brown@agilent.com>
       

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.5.32.20000511114708.007c9c80@miavx1.muohio.edu>
Date: Thu, 11 May 2000 11:47:08 -0400
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: "James C. Garland" <4cx250b@miavx1.acs.muohio.edu>
Subject: Hammarlund PRO-310 Receiver
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Gang,
I've just finished restoring my latest boatanchor, a Hammarlund PRO-310
receiver, and made a little web page that highlights some of the features
of this odd duck receiver. If you're interested, you can check it out at:
http://www.muohio.edu/~4cx250b/web/pro310.htm

73,

Jim Garland W8ZR



========================================
Amateur Radio Website: http://www.muohio.edu/~4cx250b/web/
========================================

------------------------------
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Date: Thu, 11 May 2000 11:23:15 -0700
Subject: 6M AM depended on RX (long)
Message-ID: <20000511.112333.-474529.2.MNHopkins@juno.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
From: Michael N HoN Hopkins <mnhopkins@juno.com>


Someone else called me about a Heath Sixer.

I guess that proves we won't see a rebirth of 6M AM Transceivers this
cycle.  If we did, no one would be talking about a Sixer. If you have
one, and it's the HW-29a with the 6CL6 final, its OK on TX. But you'll
get no rush from it's hissing detector.  The first model, the HW-29, has
a one-tube CB TX and a bad RX too.

The receive section is always the way to judge a 6M AM Transceiver. The
Sixer is a super genny, like they used on 5M when a boomlet similar to
the  festivities in the 'Fifties occurred up at 56mc in the late '30s.

The guys in the 30s used modulated oscillator TX/super gen RX
transceivers, but by the '50s, after we moved down one TV channel, we
pretty much standardized on the dual function tube MOPA TX driving a
2E26.  It was boring unless you got one of the cheapies that just used
the dual purpose tube alone.  They made LOTS of TVI as they doubled in
the final.

So cross off the Sixer and, also, the Dumont/Linclon Six and the WRL
"Tomcat" from your list.  They had one tube CB TXs, altho the last two
did have single conversion superhet RXs.

The next tier of 6M AM rigs use a single conversion receiver somewhere
around the 1.650 to 2mc range.  The flathead Ford of the day was the
Lafayette HE-45, with its peakable bandpass.  You can get by with it.

But the uptown types used a dual conversion RXs.  Frank Jones's rule is
that the first step down should be to between 10% and 20% of the received
frequency.  That says 5 to 10 mc as a first IF.  The Clegg 99er is in
point with a first hop to 10.7 and a second to .455.

At the other end of Jones' rule, the Lafayette HA-460 converted down to a
tunable 5mc range, and then went to 455.  That particular rig, by the
way, is the best of the lot.  It has a built in VFO that, switched to
'spot,' hears SSB as well as a snooty Utica 650 with its rare built in
BFO.  And the Lafayette was cheap, being made over there with the Hondas
and such.

So be sure to look under the hood for a dual conversion RX if you're
going 6M AM shopping.  If you get home with one of the upright Gonsets,
you'll end up tapping its single conversion out to a communications RX. 
But that's the way to go at home, anyway.  The Tecraft and Tapetone and
Ameco converters, with their Wallman Cascode front ends stolen from a
Standard TV tuner and plugged into your SX-88, will do a lot better job. 
The 6M AM Tcvr was for mobile back when we didn't have 2M FM, or SSB, or
a lot of the other things that snuck in with the Lafayette HA-460 when
the boat docked.

ab5L -- Michael N. Hopkins MNHopkins@JUNO.com
Box 226841, Dallas, TX  75222
Archiving receive converters and the Golden Age of 6M -- 1956-58

------------------------------
Message-ID: <005001bfbb95$57e65fa0$6fd04dd8@billmarx>
From: "Bill Marx" <bmarx@bellsouth.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: F.S.Wilcox 96D 
Date: Thu, 11 May 2000 18:07:46 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

This is offered by a friend of mine. Please do not reply to me:

Wilcox 96D transmitter for sale. Built in 1953. CW/RTTY and AM with a
modulator not included. This is the one with the works in a drawer slide out
cabinet.  Tall and narrow. Has two 250THs in it now but two 450THs can be
used. Excellent design with large Jennings Vac variable. No power supply. It
is in very nice condition.  I have JPGs on request. $600 pick up or crate
from Ft Lauderdale Florida.
Chris 73 VE3NGW/W4 Florida ck5@ix.netcom.com

------------------------------
Message-ID: <009c01bfbba0$5c398c20$954d62d8@naxs.com>
From: "Barry L. Ornitz" <ornitz@tricon.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Battery repair
Date: Thu, 11 May 2000 19:26:38 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Engineer - not chemist, Robert!   :-)

>I have several NOS BB-54's all in good condition, so I 
>imagine that you are correct about it not being age cracks.  
>I don't know for sure what the plastic material is.  Where's 
>our resident chemist??? :-)

By the end of the war, several plastics were in use.  To mend 
the cracks, you really need to know which was used.  It was 
mentioned that the plastic was clear.

If the cell has never had acid in it, smell the plastic after 
barely touching a hot soldering iron to it.  A vinegar smell 
will mean cellulose acetate, a litter-box smell (like old 
Xcelite screwdriver handles) is cellulose acetate/butyrate.  
For either, acetone drawn into the crack by capillary action 
should work.  An acrylic plastic odor is a little hard to 
describe, but is easily recognized if you have ever sawed 
Plexiglas.  Use methylene chloride or ethylene dichloride to 
glue this.  I would expect a styrene-based plastic to be too 
brittle, but acetone should work on it too.

Once the sulfuric acid gets in the cracks, you had best forget 
about repairing them.  Would modern motorcycle or lawnmower 
batteries work here?
    
    73,  Barry L. Ornitz     WA4VZQ     ornitz@tricon.net

------------------------------
Message-ID: <391B9D82.5520@dia.reno.nv.us>
Date: Thu, 11 May 2000 22:58:26 -0700
From: Jack Antonio <dia@dia.reno.nv.us>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
CC: milsurplus@qth.net
Subject: Battery repair-thanks
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

First, many thanks to all that replied both publicly and privately
on my question about the BB-54 battery repair. I have printed out
the replies and will pass them on to my friend.

However, it led me to think about whether or not it is worthwhile
to activate a 55 year old NOS wetcell battery. Once activated, a
wetcell is only going to have a limited lifespan, whether used
daily, or left sitting. If they were my batteries, I think I would leave
them alone, and investigate some gelcell substitutes.

73

Jack Antonio WA7DIA
dia@dia.reno.nv.us

------------------------------
Message-ID: <008501bfbbee$b3e05fa0$bdc36ac6@oemcomputer>
From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: (re A. Earhart)  Sad story of confusion
Date: Fri, 12 May 2000 01:47:23 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have been rereading the radio logs at 
"logjam.html" site and the more i read, the
more moved i am by how sad a story
of confusion this is.

AE's Bendix, RDF adaptor apparently included
an innovation included in the U.S. Navy's  'next 
generation' of df-adaptors ( series 'DU' ) : HF
(shortwave) coverage. Unfortunately, she was
under the impression this equipment was 
standard, including USCG ships. She had tried
it out unsuccessfully at Lae. 
William Donzelli tells me he read some Navy
text stating that the HF-df feature of this later
appearing model adaptor (DU),  was found simply 
not to work, and was dropped in later production 
of this model. So all those RDF efforts were simply
a waste of precious attention and time.
I also wonder if this innovative feature was
somehow linked with the talk about the 10E's
RDF equipment being secret or classified.

AE could have homed successfully on Itasca,
using the same RDF, but the Itasca would have
had to transmit on the conventional DF bands-
200 kcs to 1600 or so. The ship certainly had
equipment to do this, as all seagoing ships
had equipment covering at least 400 - 500
kcs with a few hundred watts power. If AE
were to send df signals to the Itasca, on the
other hand, she would have needed that trailing
antenna to be able to use the lower frequency.

I wonder: if AE had all along been unaware
that Itasca could not send voice on 7500, 
did she simply not hear the toneless rushing
pulses of cw til she was quite close and
the signals were stronger, quite strong? What
I am wondering is, expecting voice on 7500,
did she fail to have the receiver switched to
CW on the CW/VOICE switch? Out a few
hundred miles, with cabin noise, and electrical
noise from the 10E engine, and atmospheric
noise, it could be difficult to hear the the cw
signals unless the receiver, via this switch,
was set to reproduce them as sounds with
an audio pitch. ( The receiver is usually tuned
so the "CW note" is somewhere in the range
500 - 1000 cycles. )  BTW, the conventional
wisdom was that CW was "10 times as 
effective" as voice, so IF the propagation &
skip path allowed, you would certainly think
the Itasca's 7500 kcs cw signals would
have gone the distance, at least of a few 
hundred miles.
allowed

Also, i do not agree that AE at the last switching
to 6210 was a fatal mistake.  20:00 hours is
still early enough that this "day" frequency is still viable, 
and since you do not know the location of the aircraft,
you do not know if the "skip zone" of either frequency
favors or disfavors communication.

I am thinking that all along, there should have
been more knob-twisting to arrive at the best
frequency. I am also a little puzzled as to why
a wide divergence in frequencies used by the
2 parties, over most of the flight: I would think
the best one would be the best one both ways.
Also, it kinda surprises me the USCG cutter
didn't have equipment to specifically talk to
aircraft - if the Itasca's voice equipment topped
out in the 6000 kcs band, that sounds like
it was the usual medium wave ship voice
radio, usable about 1600 to 6000 and some kcs.
But this was 1937, still pretty early in the 
communications game.

( re radio log and commentary:

http://www.tighar.org/TTracks/12_2/logjam.html.

and

http://www.insightmag.com/archive/200002054.shtml 

an Insight magazine article which summarizes the theories, 
including the far-out "Japanese capture" one, and the
focuses of the different search organizations. )
DE KA7LXY K    (Hue Miller, who may be all wet)

------------------------------
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Date: Fri, 12 May 2000 07:13:25 -0700
Subject: Gonset, Knight, 6M AM
Message-ID: <20000512.072541.-427221.3.MNHopkins@juno.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
From: Michael N HoN Hopkins <mnhopkins@juno.com>


A diehard asked me how the G-50 Gonset and the Knight TR-106 fit into the
6M AM transceiver picture.  They point up some truths:

#1  Big money didn't guarantee big results -- The G-50 is a big box with
a dual conversion receiver and a 6146 PA.  It cost $320 in 1959, but if
you use it today you'll hear local FM BCB unless you fit another low pass
filter.  It also had the Ranger Disease -- VFO in a ring of fire bottles.
 This was a RX VFO, of course, since the G-50 was a crystal control on
TX.  But no VFO ever benefited from the company of a 6L6 or a 5U4.

That said, they were pleasant to use if hard to put fit into the car. 
They weighed 30 pounds are were sized about like a case of deposit bottle
beer.

#2 -- The 2M dog waged its tail on 50mc.  -- The Knight TR-106, nearly a
decade later, beat price barriers by coming from Japan, I think.  In any
case, it is clearly a retrofit of the 2M version TR-108 which QST loved. 
For $120 you got a dual conversion and a baby 6146 (the 2E26 ruler of 6M
AM).  Many AM transceivers, and most RX converters, show evidence of
being born on 144 and resurrected on 6M as potboilers.  We benefited from
that.  Many are frankly over engineered for 50 mc.  In a receive
converter, for instance, you almost never outrun a 6AK5 pentode RF amp on
6M, but a dual triode Wallman is needed on 2M, so we got them on Six,
too. In the four years I ran an Ameco CN-50 converter with my Heath
HX-30/HA-20 combo, I never turned up the gain all the way on receive.

The Knight has a clever, and optional, VFO called the V-107.  It has a
dual dial.  If you set it up for 6M, you have to rotate the dial 180
degrees after pulling the output up to 8.333 from 8.000.  As a side note,
the VR-107 will tune up to 10mc as issued.  I use one for a DC RX LO on
30M.  Other VFOs of the day are also useful in alternate duty.  The 12 MC
Utica pads down easily and the HE-61, companion to the HE-45 Lafayette,
made a nice case for my 40M sand state superhet.

Those 8mc xtals and VFOs multiplied up to the range of a 21 mc IF TV set.
 Those were still in use in the Golden Age of Six Meters, 1956-58, altho
TVs went to a 40M IF after about '55.  The 12mc VFO helped TVI a lot and
the reduced stability was not a factor on rigs that had 10kc band passes.
 There were no inputs to hit and we all drifted along in ham-to-ham
contact.  The machinery didn't dominate like it came to with repeaters.

In those days, high Solar Flux found new Technicians, Civil Defenders,
old 5M revolutionaries and the cadre of homebrewers all in the same
place.  If flared, too, for several years.  But SSB and 2M FM moved in. 
It's quite now -- deathly quiet, in fact.  You're not likely to hear some
one say, as he looks at the the 6E5 on his first model Gonset
Communicator, "Your Closing the Eye."

Now he says, "You're not making the repeater."

Me either.

ab5L -- Michael N. Hopkins MNHopkins@JUNO.com
Box 226841, Dallas, TX  75222
Archiving receive converters and the Golden Age of 6M -- 1956-58

------------------------------
Message-ID: <391C8755.16217D63@uswest.net>
Date: Fri, 12 May 2000 16:36:06 -0600
From: James Hanlon <knjhanlon@uswest.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Condenser Checker
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Well thanks to all of you "replace the capacitor" folks and
to Bill Fizette of the AWA who, in "A Structured Approach to
Fixing Up Those Nice Old Radios," The OTB, May 2000, said
that my test gear should start with three things, a VTVM, a
good signal generator (BC-221 or LM), and a Capacitor
Checker, I went out today and acquired a Heathkit model C-3
"Condenser Checker."  It must be a little on the old side
since it is made for condensers and not capacitors, but
that's ok cause I plan to use it to test old stuff.  And
besides, it cost less than a tank of gas and it seems to
work, so that can't be all bad.

It seems to be pretty intuitive, but I do have a question or
two that perhaps one of you savants on the list might be
able to answer.

There is a dial labled "Power Factor"  with a switch on the
0 end of the scale.  Down beyond zero is a lable, "Paper and
Mica."  Up at around 5% power factor it says, "Elec."  Am I
correct in presuming that this is a resistive balance
portion of the bridge circuit that measures power factor,
i.e. loss, in a given capacitor?  Paper and Mica caps should
have essentially zero p.f. (no loss) and Electrolytics
should have somewhat higher but still low p.f.?

There is a range switch that allows me to select a variety
of capacitance ranges from .00001 to 1000 mfd and an R
range, and it also has Leakage Test ranges of 25 v, 150 v,
250 v, 350 v, and 450 v.  There is also a spring-loaded
rotary switch that goes between Normal and Leakage.  Above
the magic eye tube it says, "Closed shadow indicates
excessive leakage."  Am I correct in assuming that to do a
leakage test on a given capacitor, I should select the
appropriate voltage on the range switch, rotate the
spring-loaded switch to Leakage, and observe the eye tube to
see if the shadow remains open or not?  (It seems to work
that way on a 0.1 orange drop that I just tried out.)

Do you guys disconnect one side of an in-circuit capacitor
before testing it, or do you just connect the tester across
a wired-in capacitor so long as it doesn't have a low
parallel resistance path across it?

Finally, if anyone happens to have a manual for the Heathkit
C-3, I'd appreciate a copy of the schematic and the "how to
use it" pages.  I'll gladly pay copying costs and postage.
E-mail me first so I don't wind up getting half a dozen
copies.

Thanks,

Jim, W8KGI (from the part of New Mexico not currently on
fire)

------------------------------
Mime-Version: 1.0
Message-Id: <v04210100b5424869cab5@[10.0.0.2]>
Date: Fri, 12 May 2000 17:57:31 -0600
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Paul Nelson <drhydro@uswest.net>
Subject: Re: Battery repair
Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Jack:
There's a possibility that solvent cement made for plastic model 
airplane assembly might work- I believe, but not sure, that it's 
ethylene chloride. Typically it is a liquid of the consistency of 
acetone or paint thinner, sometimes comes in a small jar with a tiny 
brush in the cap. A bottle that I have right now is labeled "TENAX-7R 
Space Age Plastic Welder" by HEBCO in Hohenwald, TN. It dissolves 
styrene and some other thermoplastic materials. It might capillate 
into an age crack like that and cause the material to weld itself 
back together- dunno, but it might be worth a try. I think I remember 
the BB-54 being made of a thermoplastic material.


>Good evening,
>
>I have an off the wall radio related question.
>
>A friend of mine has some new BB-54 batteries for WWII radio
>gear, the kind with the clear plastic case and the floating
>balls to tell the state of charge. But the cases are cracked.
>
>What would be a good material to use to seal the cracks, that would
>have long term acid resistance?
>
>Thanks
>
>Jack Antonio WA7DIA
>dia@dia.reno.nv.us

Paul Nelson W5GNF              "When I go, I want to go quietly, in my
Ames, Iowa                      sleep, like my grandfather- not
                                 screaming, like his passengers."
(DrHydro@uswest.net)
                                 "More hay, Trigger?"
  Cessna 140 N77149              "No thanks, Roy, I'm stuffed."

------------------------------
Message-ID: <001701bfbc74$3c96b080$af58143f@W2TU>
From: "w2tu" <w2tu@email.msn.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BC645 & 689
Date: Fri, 12 May 2000 20:43:11 -0400

I have a couple BC645A's and a BC689A that I will be taking to the Rochester
(NY) hamfest next month. I know they are very common but these units are
New -in-the-box. I'm not familiar with these and wonder if a $40 each price
tag is unrealistic? Any guidance would be appreciated.

tnx es 73

Paul B. W2TU

w2tu@email.msn.com



------------------------------
Date: Fri, 12 May 2000 20:48:27 -0400 (EDT)
From: William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: (re A. Earhart) Sad story of confusion
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91-FP.1000512204404.29973X-100000@osfn.org>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

> Also, it kinda surprises me the USCG cutter
> didn't have equipment to specifically talk to
> aircraft - if the Itasca's voice equipment topped
> out in the 6000 kcs band, that sounds like
> it was the usual medium wave ship voice
> radio, usable about 1600 to 6000 and some kcs.
> But this was 1937, still pretty early in the 
> communications game.

Odd, as the 1930s USCG was buying RCA receivers (AR-60s?) and calling them
CGR-32-2s. They top out at 25 MHz. One would assume they had transmitters
to do the same. Certainly the Navy had them, and GE and Westinghouse had 
commercial models available.

I want a CGR-32-2, by the way...

William Donzelli
aw288@osfn.org

------------------------------
Date: Fri, 12 May 2000 20:53:03 -0400 (EDT)
From: William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: BC645 & 689
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91-FP.1000512205036.29973Z-100000@osfn.org>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

> I have a couple BC645A's and a BC689A that I will be taking to the Rochester
> (NY) hamfest next month. I know they are very common but these units are
> New -in-the-box. I'm not familiar with these and wonder if a $40 each price
> tag is unrealistic? Any guidance would be appreciated.

Good for the BC-689-A, but if someone offers $40 for a BC-645-A, take his 
money and run!

William Donzelli
aw288@osfn.org 

------------------------------
Message-Id: <1.5.4.16.19800104222326.1c0f899e@pop1.sympatico.ca>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Andre Guibert <aguibert@sympatico.ca>
Subject: Re A. Earhart.
Date: Fri, 12 May 2000 22:34:48 -0400

        Bonsoir to All
        Anybody would know what radios A. E. used? 
Andre Guibert
aguibert@sympatico.ca

------------------------------
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com
Date: Sat, 13 May 2000 02:00:06 -0400
Subject: Re: Gonset, Knight, 6M AM
Message-ID: <20000513.020432.-200031.1.KE8RN@juno.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
From: George J Misic <ke8rn@juno.com>

I have a few corrections to the information on the G-50 and TR-106 that
Michael posted.  I've added a few notes in CAPS.  73.

George KE8RN

On Fri, 12 May 2000 07:13:25 -0700 Michael N HoN Hopkins
<mnhopkins@juno.com> writes:
>
> #1  Big money didn't guarantee big results -- The G-50 is a big box 
with
> a dual conversion receiver and a 6146 PA.   It also had the Ranger
Disease -- VFO in a ring of fire 
> bottles.   This was a RX VFO, of course, since the G-50 was a crystal
control 
> on  TX.  ACTUALLY, THE G-50 HAS A BUILT-IN VFO; IT WILL WORK WITH 8 MHz
CRYSTALS OR WITH ITS INTERNAL VFO.  IT IS OK STABILITY FOR AM WORK.
 > That said, they were pleasant to use if hard to put fit into the  car.

> They weighed 30 pounds are were sized about like a case of deposit 
bottle beer.
AND NO DC POWER SUPPLY, EITHER.  THE G-50 WAS A HOME RIG ONLY, WITH ONLY
A 117 VAC POWER SUPPLY AND NO PROVISIONS FOR MOBILE OPERATION

> #2 -- The 2M dog waged its tail on 50mc.  -- The Knight TR-106, nearly
a
> decade later, beat price barriers by coming from Japan, I think.  In 
any
> case, it is clearly a retrofit of the 2M version TR-108 which QST 
> loved.   THE TR-106 [AND TR-108] WERE AMERICAN MADE; MOST WERE SOLD AS
KITS.  THE TR-108 DOUBLED IN THE FINAL, AND ONLY MADE ABOUT 3 WATTS OF
RF.  THE TR-106 IS A DECENT SIX METER RADIO, AND QUITE ATTRACTIVELY
STYLED.

GEORGE KE8RN

------------------------------
Message-Id: <200005130728.AAA07461@cx689895-a.msnv1.occa.home.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: MRCG pictures posted
Date: Sat, 13 May 2000 00:28:47 -0700
From: mblair1@home.net


In case you're interested, I've posted some of the pictures I took at
the 2000 Military Radio Collector's Group Meeting, held in San Luis
Obispo, CA last weekend, on my web page. My main URL is below in my
signature, and the following link will take you right to the 2000 MRCG
page:

    http://www.qsl.net/ke6myk/greenradio/MRCG2000/mrcg2000.html

Please let me know if you find any errors or omissions. Enjoy!

--
Mark J. Blair, KE6MYK <mblair1@home.net>
PGP 2.6.2 public key available from http://pgp.ai.mit.edu/
Web page: http://www.qsl.net/ke6myk/
DO NOT SEND ANY UNSOLICITED COMMERCIAL EMAIL TO THIS SITE

------------------------------
Date: Sat, 13 May 2000 03:53:09 -0400
From: BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com>
Subject: British A.M. plugs/sockets needed
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-ID: <200005130353_MC2-A4D9-5176@compuserve.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Type: text/plain;
	 charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-Disposition: inline

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>
I am in need of a 7 pin A.M. chassis mounted plug and a matching =

in-line socket.
The chassis plug is  10H/255 but I dont have the socket number.
These are the large Air Ministry plugs, a bit like an octal valve base, =

center keyed spigot, I have seen them in 5 and 7 pin. =

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

I now have the 7 pin in-line socker number, its  Socket Type 105, 10H/256=
.

I'm also looking for :

Control Unit Assembly Type 1, C.U. 89 and C.U. 90
Socket Type 395, 10H/13079    5 pin
Socket Type 185, 10H/460       2 pin
Plug Type 172, 10H/254      5 pin
Plug Type 174, 10H/258      7 pin
Button Push, double pole Type B, 5C/430
Switch Box Type B, 5C/543

all for use with the R3090 receiver. =


cheers, Ben. G4BXD.

------------------------------
Message-ID: <001201bfbcc1$14c79f40$29c66ac6@oemcomputer>
From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: MRCG pictures posted
Date: Sat, 13 May 2000 02:53:21 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit


-----Original Message-----
From: mblair1@home.net <mblair1@home.net>


|In case you're interested, I've posted some of the pictures I took at
|the 2000 Military Radio Collector's Group Meeting

--Great photos! Nice looking and interesting setting, surroundings.
Looks like fun. Maybe next year! And the sunshine!  ( it's only May
here in W. Oregon )

but photo p12.jpg, "1943 morale & communications receiver".
If it's from the country i think it is - label little tuff to make out
in photo - are you quite sure about the date, having deciphered
the plate correctly ? Knobs don't look WW2, and i have NEVER
seen another mil. receiver from that country in that timespan
with a sliderule dial, nor does TM-227-E show any. Color does
not look 1941-1945 either. Check that? Or is it different from
what i think i see....?

Hue Miller

------------------------------

End of BOATANCHORS Digest 2891
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